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the errors that he committed, but although I have
been struck more than once by his lack of superior
culture and certain general fundamental ideas, I do not
go so far as to agree with M. Bompard, who, in a recent
article in the Revue de Paris., asserted that Count
Witte was devoid of the most elementary knowledge of
financial science, and that he 'had never pursued his
studies of the theory of economics beyond the reading
of a treatise by M. Paul Leroy-Beaulieu.
In spite of these statements, M. Bompard recognizes
in Count Witte " an administrator of superior in-
tellectual power, a financier of wide views and an
eminent statesman." This judgment does honour to
the impartial spirit of the former French Ambassador
at St. Petersburg, whose political adversary Count
Witte never ceased to be, but it seems to me that it
does not render entire justice to his genius. I do not
hesitate to use the word genius, for Count Witte un-
doubtedly displayed much more than mere talent in
certain phases of his activity.
Can one rightly say, as Dr. Dillon does in his book,
that Count Witte was " the only statesman that Russia
has produced since Peter the Great" ?    I do not think
so;  his work shows too flagrant lapses, and some of his
mistakes have been too cruelly expiated by Russia to
permit one to assign him so high a place in the history
of his country.    I believe it would be more just to say
that there were certain hours in his career when, by the
audacity of his conceptions, and by the energy with
which he carried them out, he put himself on a par
with the greatest statesmen of all time and all nations;
but at other times, and, unhappily, on some critical
occasions, he was  strangely inferior to himself.   This
was  due xather  to  deficiencies  of  character than ^